The American Conservative movement saw a huge rise following Reagan's ascent to the residency. The Reagan Coalition managed to make the Republican Party the dominating force for almost thirty years, empowering certain social groups that supported its rise since its beginning, during the New Deal era. Following deep economic and social changes seen in the early 21 st century, Barack Obama managed to craft a new political coalition, one that managed to end the Republican dominance. As the Democrats were able to craft a new coalition, the answer came in the rise of an authoritarian/populist right embodied by Donald Trump and the Tea Party. The goal of this essay is to understand this political process through the lens of American scholars, focusing on their analysis of how the rise and fall of the Reagan Revolution shaped the troubled political scenario seen in America today.
Firing the Revolution: the origins and consolidation of the Reagan Coalition.
During one of the many Republican primary debates during the 2012 presidential elections, Ronald Reagan was either mentioned or quoted more than thirty times during the first half hour of the debate. Taking into consideration that Reagan has left office twenty-five years ago, it is certainly a number that says a lot about the importance of the "Reagan Revolution", one that was able to end the economic troubles 1 History PhD at Georgetown University Página | 288 História e Cultura, Franca, v. 5, n. 3, p. 287-303, dez. 2016.
of the 1970s at a huge social cost and the increase of economic inequality. Its importance went far beyond Reagan's presidency and its impact certainly had global repercussions. Although, it may seem easy to tell that story only focusing on the charismatic Reagan and forgetting how the factors that brought him to power have more to do with a broader alliance. It took decades for this alliance to get its actual form and shape and it found supporters from different regions and with the most diverse political, social and cultural motivations. The mistake is to think that the "Reagan Revolution" it is only about Reagan, when it is clearly not the case. It is about the revival of the Conservative movement in America and how conservatives had to put a challenge to the liberals after the rise of the New Deal. The goal here is to explain the ideological origins of this turn to the right through the perspective of American intellectuals from the humanities, how Reagan became a part of it and which the implications for America were.
In order to understand the rise of the New Right and how it culminated in the "Reagan Revolution" it is important to go back to the 1930s, with the coming of Franklin Roosevelt and his innovative policies. The historian Jeremy Adelman called Argentina of the early twentieth century "A republic of capital", certainly such a title could also be applied to America during the same period. With a huge flux of European immigrants and British capital, capitalism in the United States developed with an impressive rate after 1865. Soon, the United States became its own financial master and also became an industrial powerhouse, able to compete with the European powers. The elites of the Gilded Age soon pointed out to the wonders of the free market capitalism that was able to elevate a former British colony to the post of one of the most important nations in the world. For them, America worked perfectly and lasses-faire became the mantra of the economic elites. i When social pressure for inclusion became too much, the Progressives were able to deliver more social inclusion without changing the essentials in the wheel of fortune.
Although they fought the trusts and expanded federal regulation, the American capitalism was still very opened to work and capital and also had lower rates of taxation when compared to continental European countries. Even after the start of the Great Depression, the attempts to recovery the economy were focused on free-market initiatives. Their view was that crisis always come and go, they have been a part of the capitalist system since its birth. Therefore, the best thing that the United States Página | 289 História e Cultura, Franca, v. 5, n. 3, p. 287-303, dez. 2016. government could do was to keep its hands off and let the entrepreneurial power of the individual to restore the nation to its former economic prowess.
In that sense, the millions of Americans who were unemployed and starving could not wait for the market get back on track again, and demanded government action.
The progressive sector of the American elite feared that social chaos might have started if they did not act soon. And the Roosevelt ticket in 1932 seemed to be the right answer to that. When Roosevelt got into power and started applying a new economic corollary that challenged some of the most sacred tenants of the free-market, the conservative elites felt encroached by this new coalition lead by Roosevelt. Soon, they felt the need to reorganize the counter-attack, and that is the story told by Kim Phillips-Fein and Lisa
McGirr about the rebirth of the Conservative movement in America. As they both argued, the rise of Ronald Reagan was just the final act of a play that started fifty years before. Since the mid-1930s, the conservatives were already organizing themselves to go back to power. The contribution of Fein and McGirr to the historiography is really precious in many ways. First, they prove how the New Deal was far from being unanimous, even before the legendary Roosevelt quarrels with the Judiciary. In second, both scholars demonstrated how the American conservatives were impressively organized by drawing brainpower from Europe in order to spread new ideas in America.
And third, new influential think-tanks and "societies" were led by powerful industrial barons such as DuPont and over the next decades they were instrumental in forging a new Conservative ideology over the next decades.
ii The main complaint of those conservative elites was that the New Deal was empowering the unions, curtailing free initiative and obstructing business with red tape.
But, according to Fein and McGirr they did not see why the government had to intervene so deeply in the economy. For them, Keynesianism could only lead to more government intervention, and by doing that the individual lost its incentive to be entrepreneurial, since everything came from the State. And from the moment that people had to rely more on the State than in them, the road to serfdom was paved and opened. It was more than an economic argument, it was a moral and philosophical argument with deep cultural roots. Fein and McGirr did not mention this a lot, but it was clear that these conservative elites shared the idea that America was solely built on the strength of the pilgrim. The ideal pilgrim was pious and entrepreneurial and was able to master a rough environment. This powerful tale still resounds nowadays and for them this ideal was the backbone of America and the reason for its success, anything that Página | 290 História e Cultura, Franca, v. 5, n. 3, p. 287-303, dez. 2016. deviated from that was then labeled un-American, an expression that would be used many times after the 1930s.
iii Even in spite of their fierce spirit and impressive organization, the Conservatives were no-match for the New Deal coalition. Perhaps the best statement of that is the fact that Eisenhower, who was a Republican president, governed on a New Deal platform.
After staying out of power for so long, many Republicans were ready to accept Keynesian economics and some of the tenants of the New Deal. Others, were still fighting on their corners and held a lot of resentment for Liberals and labor unions. For the Conservative stalwarts, defeating the New Deal was not enough, only wiping them out was the final solution. In spite of the fact they were not winning presidential elections, the Cold War brought a whole set of new opportunities. The most promising The three main events previously mentioned were extremely important in shaping the future of the Reagan Revolution. Although Goldwater lost, the fact that he was nominated was already a huge victory for the new Conservatism over the Republican establishment of the east coast. Reagan's victory was even more impressive given the fact that Reagan dethroned the popular Democrat governor Pat Brown.
Californians and its white suburbs seemed to be in tune with Reagan's call for public order and individual freedom. The American white middle-class felt threatened by a cultural revolution that they could not understand. The Civil Rights protests and the college students strong actions against the Vietnam war did not fit the suburban logic of God and patriotism. In the end, that created an unavoidable chasm in America. And when a good portion of the Democratic Party aligned itself with the more progressive forces, they alienated a good portion of the white middle-class that had been together with the Democrats since the New Deal. That was the beginning of the end for the New Deal coalition, which was made even clearer after Nixon's election in 1968.
Although Nixon won with the full support of the new conservatives, he was not perceived to be one of them. In spite of the fact that Nixon was a fierce anti-communist and also was a politically conservative man, he governed on a Keynesian platform that The first piece of this puzzle is certainly the demise of the Keynesian economic order during the 1970s. The majority of the economists and politicians came to accept that it was the government's role to control supply and demand and also to offer countercyclical measures when things did not work quite well. Temporary government deficits, emphasis on the demand-side of the economy and expansionary monetary policies were the regular corollary for times of recession. When inflation and recession started to gain strength after 1970, those were the standard measures that were adopted.
And by the dismay of the economic analysts and scholars, things were actually getting worst. The oil embargo of 1973 not only exposed the American dependence on cheap foreign oil, but also exacerbated other inherent structural flaws of the American economy. What began as the oil crisis soon would create a new expression for the lexicon: stagflation. In classic economic theory, inflation meant that the demand in the economy was larger than the supply, which continuously pushed prices upwards. But now, the demand was actually contracting but inflation still was growing. Massive layoffs and increasing prices burdened the middle-class that was anxious for new answers.
viii It was during that moment that the work mainly done by the economists at the University of Chicago started to call attention for them. All those economic societies and think-tanks initiated in the 1930s were on the limbo for a very long time, but they helped to create and train an important generation of economists that were free-market oriented. In order to understand the complexity of this topic and how it became a pivotal piece in the Reagan Revolution, it is important to bring the works of William Greider and Paul Krugman. Both authors have a strong opinion against the conservative economic model that was advocated by Reagan and the so called "Chicago boys". But, their perception and criticism was very important because it allows us to understand more in depth what was being proposed by them at that moment in the economic realm.
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That was exactly what the FED chairman Arthur Burns did, and he simply followed the standard procedure in Keynesian corollary. In second, investment was being so heavily taxed that any incentive to invest did not exist anymore. With low interest rates and high inflation, capital gains were low and the financial system struggled. As direct consequence, there was not what experts called "a healthy environment" for investment. During the 1970s it became more profitable to the American financial powerhouses to explore markets abroad that had higher interest rates. The weakness of the financial sector in America had a direct effect in the real economy.
ix These two causes perpetuated a cycle of low economic growth and high inflation, which by its turn brought to the American middle-class an increased sense of insecurity. Krugman and Greider's also were instrumental in demonstrating that the conservative economic camp was divided between two groups. One was the monetarist, inspired by the Chicago Boys that preached that inflation could only be "sucked out" of the system through a painful medicine of higher interest rates, lower monetary base and control of the government's expenditures. The Supply-Side school that had its headquarters in Columbia University believed that the priority was having taxes on capital gains, corporations and fortunes lowered to the possible minimum index. What supply-siders argued for was a totally uncharted territory. Tax reductions were implemented before in American economic history, but nothing at this scale. There was not a single study that proved that lower taxes automatically reverted in more investments in the real economy. Those two camps were at odds all the time with one another, and only Reagan solved the issue. He liked both purposes and wanted to see them implemented. Despite of the fact that Reagan was not an economist, his instincts made him believe that both formulas could be applied at the same time. And that belief unintentionally created Reaganomics. Carter. The president seemed to embody the Malaise, while Reagan was able to bring back a confident and positive narrative about America. What was really important is that the content of that message was able to reach a constituency that was broader than the hardcore Conservatives. Suddenly Reagan was being able to appeal to suburban New Dealers, creating a whole new voting category called the "Reagan Democrats". Perhaps those were the two most important legacies of the Reagan Revolution.
But, before assessing that legacy more in depth, it is important to emphasize that there would not be Reagan Revolution without the strong Conservative coalition that started in 1932. That is why those who try to understand Reagan only looking for the 1960s or the 1970s will not get the full picture. Certainly, historians have the vantage point of long duration in order to understand such a complex social phenomenon. Once more, Reagan was not the creator of that movement. He was the spokesperson that they needed, just like he was for General Electric during the 1950s. But, thinking that Reagan was simply a spokesman, a ventriloquist for the conservatives is also to underestimate him. His personal skills, especially his contextual intelligence were able to put together a ragtag set of ideas into a coherent and compelling narrative, which allowed him to create a powerful Conservative coalition that brought back the hegemony to the Republican Party. Another area that presents itself opened for more in depth analysis is the influence of Reagan Revolution in economic and labor policies in Latin America. Much has been said about this in informal academic debates, but it never materialized in a considerable body of work in the same way that the influence of Reaganonics in Thacherite Britain has been thoroughly analyzed. And finally, the cultural aspects of the Reagan Revolution such as the idea of how the so called "me decade" affected the political and economic structures of more contemporary history. The Conservative wave that preached the supremacy of the individual ushered a new age not only of individualism, but also of a deep mistrust to anything that slightly resembles a more collective idea of society. The direct result of that are the inchoate political movements that we saw in the Arab Spring during 2011 and we see now in Brazil, Venezuela and Ukraine. In order to understand how we can find a middle-ground between collective action and individual freedom it is important to understand the meaning of the Reagan Revolution, and the task has only just begun.
Conclusion: Pandora's box -the new American conservatism from Obama to Trump
The George xx W. Bush years in office (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) As that gospel of hatred started to spread like fire in the American political scene, it was only a matter of time that they would be able to have their own nominee for the Republican presidential ticket. As the mainstream Republicans lost the control of their own party, they had to surrender to Donald Trump's nomination in 2016 in almost complete disbelief. As Trump feeds the bonfire of hatred even more, there are serious doubts about the future of the Republican Party after the 2016 elections, and how the Republicans will finally be able to poach voters from the Democrats, especially among the minorities they have neglected so far.
As the Election Day looms over the horizon, and the campaigns rhetoric turns even sourer, the question that is present in the minds of several American intellectuals is: how the situation has come up to this point? Perhaps the most elucidating answer comes from the historian Thomas Sugrue, who was able to capture the spirit of the early days of the Obama victory in 2008 and explain how such high hopes were turned into dust in such little time. First, Sugrue pointed out to the fact that tackling racism in America was a task beyond one man only, since it is a social problem deeply rooted in America's history. Therefore, the Obama's victory in 2008 was prone to bring even more dissent as the social groups which saw themselves as "losers" in the process were expected to react fiercely. would be galvanized into a political movement, which finally happened with the rise of the Tea Party.
xxv
The issue of the African-American social/economic standing in the American society was expected to have great improvements under the aegis of a black president, but that reality failed to materialize. As Sugrue argued, Obama ran twice not as a "black president", but he ran as a "post racial president", which put a different emphasis on his policies. As several black communities were also left out of the wealth generated by globalization, disappointment with general politics grew larger, creating a new racial schism in contemporary America. The conclusions brought by Sugrue may serve well to bring the final thoughts to this essay. Essentially, Sugrue argued that in many ways the turbulent political process we are seeing now in America was unavoidable. This is a natural reaction of an ethnic/social group, which sees its central spot in American society taken over by the "majorities-minorities". By 1980, when Reagan was elected President, the country's population was 80% white, and the majority of the voters were white blue-collar workers. As the "minority-majority" grew up in size and importance over the last thirty years, women and Latinos have become some of the most important constituencies in order to win general elections. Since economics and demographics are on their side, the political rule of the "minority-majority" will become the norm. 
